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ins. Ellen M. Kelly 
313 W. Second St., 

Elkhom, Vise. 53121 

Dear Ellon, 

The picture of v.hlch you write is not a separate picture. I'll tell you tho 
story behind. it. 

It is one of the unresolved questions I saw in an e:candn?.tion of the full 
*->. Ajtgens picture, made from tho original negative. So I took the 8^10 print to a 
OJ photo lab, made a contact negative from it, $rid then made enlarged negatives of 
various parrs. The Dal-Tex tJullding was such a part. 

Jim Garrison got interested in that, askod for this photographic work. 

' 1 loaned it to him. To date I have not gotten it back nor have I received an answer 
~ to requests for it. 

The only copy 1 have is that used in the book. I*ve had to wrap that up and put 
it away fro any future reprinting and ao a matter of record. 




% files have been decimated this way. I've liad to adopt a policy of lending 
nothing. La t year a Congressional Committee borrowed only copies when I was ill and 
could not make copies. They have not been r^tumeu, either. 


Rhore is a more substantial runner of approaching the question of conspiracy. 
— >. Thin is on the basis of hard evidence, as I did in Post Mortem . If you have Whi towash 
P ] IV and are fami,iar with the transcript in it and if you augment that with the 
transcript in r o3t Hortem I think you can make a case that way, begir.ning with 


the 


official horror of considering the queotion. 







i* r. 


Thanks and best records. 
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